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In the following pape r we intend to out l ine briefly t h e connection of 
t h e political, " n a t i o n a l m i s s i o n " of h i s tor iography wi th t h e whole of con-
t e m p o r a r y poli t ics in the f i r s t years of t h e h is tory of coun te r - revo lu t ionary 
H u n g a r y , t h e t i m e of pol i t ical consolidat ion; w h a t inf luence the emerging 
cu l tu ra l policy of t h e age of counter - revolu t ion exercised on i ts h is tor iography, 
a n d to wha t e x t e n t h i s to r iography despite t h i s political f u n c t i o n bennef i t t ed 
f r o m it. This t h e m e forms p a r t of a work t h e fu r the r ob jec t of which is t h e 
examina t ion of t h e relation be tween h is tor iography and c u r r e n t policy, a n d 
t h e revelat ion of the mechan i sms at work in this area in var ious per iods. 
Before t u r n i n g to our s u b j e c t , some p re l iminary r emarks have to he m a d e 
b y w a y of t h e historical b a c k g r o u n d . 
The reason for raising t h i s problem is t h a t it was clear even a t the begin-
n ing of our research into h i s tor iography t h a t i ts political f u n c t i o n is the mos t 
obvious charac ter i s t ic of t h e h is tory of H u n g a r i a n h i s tor iography . Historio-
g r a p h y has a p rominen t p lace in the ideology of the regime in any society, 
a n d t h a t holds t r u e of mode rn Hungar ian h i s to ry even more . Western-s ty le 
poli t ics and western-s ty le "po l i t i ca l sciénce" in ideological life did not grow 
u p in Hunga r i an bourgeois-society, owing to t h e f ac t t ha t it neve r a t ta ined t h e 
s t age of p roper bourgeois democracy . In H u n g a r y this f u n c t i o n was t a k e n 
ove r by other spheres of in te l lec tua l life: p a r t l y by l i t e ra tu re and pa r t ly b y 
h i s to r iography or ju r i sp rudence . Since (luring t h e H o r t h y era h is tor iography 
was politically loaded more t h a n ever before, t h e most expedien t way of ge t t ing 
a t t h e t r u t h in t h e case of t h e connection b e t w e e n history and politics seems 
to be the examina t ion of h i s tor iography . 
Here our researches i n t o t h e historical discipline called for mak ing a 
t ho rough survey of the deve lop ing cultural pol icy of the per iod . I t became 
ev iden t tha t we could hardly fol low up our s u b j e c t in the m o d e r n s ta te w i t h o u t 
ske tch ing the cu l tu ra l policy t h a t established t h e connection be tween scholar-
ship and politics. 
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A n o t h e r p re l iminary r e m a r k relates t o the history of Hunga r i an cu l t u r a l 
policy. One m a y speak of it v i r tua l ly f r o m the 1920s on, when on t h e basis 
of K u n o Klebelsberg ' s p lans and suggest ions and under his leadership m o d e r n 
learned organizat ion was begun . 1 This ac t ion was the f i r s t a t t e m p t t o sa t i s fy 
one of the basic d e m a n d s of modern scholar ly d e v e l o p m e n t : to es tab l i sh 
ins t i tu t iona l ized learning.2 
I t s cha rac te r was basical ly de t e rmined by H u n g a r y ' s s i tua t ion a f t e r 
1919, f i r s t of all by the economic condi t ions of the c o u n t r y . The concept ions 
p reva i l ing be tween 1919 1922 were character ized b y a t t e m p t s to es tab l i sh 
scholar ly unde r t ak ings and ins t i tu t ions b y social means , pr imari ly u n d e r the 
auspices of pa t rons . B u t soon it p roved a va in a t t e m p t fo r Hungar ian capi ta l 
to join forces in the cause of science w i t h an ar is tocracy possessing less and 
less f inanc ia l means . The decreasing spend ing capaci ty of t h e Hunga r i an midd le 
classes could fu rn i sh no f inancia l basis fo r science, on t h e one hand — and, 
th is cons t i tu t ing the m a i n po in t — t h e occasional g r a n t s lost the i r va lue 
overn igh t owing to the ceaseless fall of cur rency , on t h e other . 
U n d e r such condi t ions none b u t a f ixed s ta te g r a n t could be of he lp to 
H u n g a r i a n learning. This was realized b y Klebelsberg who was a f t e r all a 
cent ra l i s t in methods of governing. As a Minister of E d u c a t i o n (1922 1931) 
he drew t h e scholarly ins t i tu te s based u p to then u p o n founda t ions more 
and more in to t h e orbit of t h e regular b u d g e t . At the s a m e t ime chang ing 
t h e s t r u c t u r e of the H u n g a r i a n scholarly life he merged museums, l ibrar ies , 
and archives in to large centra l ized ins t i tu t ions . (Országos Magyar G y ű j t e m é n y -
egye tem 1922.) He d rew in to t h e b u d g e t of the G y ű j t e m é n y e g y e t e m the 
recent ly establ ished research ins t i tu tes founded under t h e auspices of learned 
societies ( ins t i tu tes of h i s tory , the obse rva to ry , research ins t i tu te of biology, 
etc.) too . Only the A c a d e m y of Sciences held par t ly aloof f rom this reorgani-
zat ion — its charac te r of a founda t ion be ing lef t un touched a l though it was 
gi ven a considerable g r a n t of money b y t h e Ministry of Educa t ion yea r by 
y e a r . T h u s in the 1920s the Academy of Sciences lost i ts leading role in Hun-
1
 Count Kunó Klebelsberg (1875—1932). His father was an official and ar is tocrat , 
his mother came f rom a fami ly belonging to the lesser nobility. He studied law, and a t tended 
un ivers i ty in Berlin for a year . He worked as official at the P r i m e Minister's off ice. From 
1903 to 1917 he was under-secre tary of the Pr ime Minister, then educat ional under-secretary . 
H e was a follower and close colleague of the P r i m e Minister I s t v á n Tisza. At the t ime of the 
revolut ions he was in hiding; f r o m Februa ry , 1919 he was involved in counter-revolut ionary 
organizat ions . A representa t ive of the modera te conservative, r ight-wing of the Hungar ian 
rul ing classes, he was in a key position in the consolidation of the counter-revolut ionary 
sys tem. In 1921 — 22 he was Minister for Home Affairs, and subsequent ly f rom J u n e 1922 
till Augus t 1931 he was Minister of Educa t ion . 
2
 In detail see: F . GI,ATZ: A Magyar Tudományos Akadémia két világháború közötti 
történetéhez (To the His tory of the Hungar i an Academy of Sciences between the two World 
Wars) . Magyar Tudomány , 1970. No. 12. By the saine a u t h o r : Klebelsberg tudomány-
politikai programja és a magyar történettudomány (Klebelsberg's Programme of Cultural 
Policy and Hungar ian Histor iography) . Századok, 1969. No. 5 6. 
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garian scientific life; wh ich was t aken over b y the G y ű j t e m é n y e g y e t e m control-
Jed b y t h e Ministry of Educa t ion . 3 
Fina l ly a few words have to be said a b o u t the leader of Hunga r i an cu l tu ra l 
policy in t h e 1920s, K u n o Klebeisberg, because we shall be obliged t o refer 
to his speeches, art icles, and correspondence in the course of deve lop ing our 
subjec t , and also because in every field of Hunga r i an cu l t u r a l policy research 
organiza t ion , es tabl ishing ins t i tu t ions , f inancia l g ran t s , etc. , — the t r a c e s of 
his inf luence can be d e t e c t e d . This is especial ly valid fo r h is tor iography. 
The Count who f r o m his y o u t h in tended to become a pol i t ic ian was 
deeply in te res ted in h i s to ry . His c o m m e n t s made on his h a n d w r i t t e n notes 
and on his readings p r o v e t h a t he fol lowed with a t t e n t i o n and expe r tnes s 
the ac t iv i ty of the o u t s t a n d i n g f igures of bourgeois h is tor iography ( R a n k e , 
B u r c k h a r d t , etc.) and t h e problems of t h e deve lopmen t of h i s to r iography . 
La te r , too, as a Minis ter he showed a t h o r o u g h knowledge of the h i s t o r y of 
p r imar i ly modern H u n g a r y , as tes t i f ied by his let ters .4 Still, in these 
notes t h e mos t r emarkab l e fea ture is t h e w a y he worked his historical knowledge 
into his commen t s on c u r r e n t politics or r a the r the w a y he began t o s t u d y 
each poli t ical quest ion b y drawing up a b road outl ine of its historical an te-
cedents.5 This historical approach t o w a r d s political ques t ions charac te r ized 
his way of th ink ing l a t e r , too. I t m a d e h im the social-political f u n c t i o n of 
h is tory and of h i s to ry -wr i t ing af ter 1919, when historicism gained wider g round 
in H u n g a r i a n poli t ical t h i n k i n g t han ever before. 
A n o t h e r o u t s t a n d i n g proper ty of t h e f u t u r e Minis ter of E d u c a t i o n was 
wi th relevance to our subjec t his except ional organizing ab i l i ty . I t is 
only t h r o u g h this p r o p e r t y t h a t the pol i t ic ian was capab le of control l ing the 
enormous range of a f fa i rs and of realizing in pract ice a n y political concep t ion 
in the age of modern pol i t ical mechan isms embrac ing t h e whole of s t a t e life, 
3
 The da t a relating to t he formation of organized scholarship in the 1920s were assem-
bled in the volume: A magyar tudománypolitika alapvetése (The F o u n d a t i o n of H u n g a r i a n Cul-
tural Policy — compiled by Z. MAGYARY) Budapes t , 1927. By the same author: A magyar 
tudományos nagyüzem megszervezése (The Organizat ion of Inst i tut ional ized Learning in Hun-
gary). Budapes t , 1931. 
' We are familiar wi th these notes only f r o m the description of Klebelsberg's col league 
Professor J . HUSZTI. He used these notes and quoted them a b u n d a n t l y in his book abou t 
Klebelsberg: Gróf Klebeisberg Kunó életműve (The Life-work of Count Kunó Klebelsberg). 
Budapest , 1942. — We could ver i fy a par t of his d a t a and we f o u n d his use of sources, his 
quotat ions very correct, and reliable. The minis ter ' s thorough knowledge of history is a t t e s t ed 
especially well by the let ters of Klebelsberg addressed to Sándor Doinanovszky (The Archive 
of Manuscripts of the Library of the Hungar ian Academy of Sciences — Magyar T u d o m á n y o s 
Akadémia K ö n y v t á r a , Kéz i ra t t á r Hereaf ter : (MTAKK) and the let ters of Árpád Károlyi 
addressed to Kunó Klebelsberg. (Archive of Manuscr ip ts and Let te rs , Széchényi Nat iona l 
Library Országos Széchényi Könyv tá r Kéz i r a t t á ra , Levelestár — hereafter: O S Z K K ) . 
5
 In the d ra f t of the work , for instance, discussing the p rob lem of nationali t ies, the 
first four chapters deal with t h e historical aspect of the subject : Chapte r I.: from t h e fal l of 
György Rákóczi I I to the fai lure of the a t t emp t a t the foundat ion of an empire; Chap te r I I : 
f rom the reign of Lipót II to 1848; Chapter I I I ; f rom the capi tu la t ion at Világos un t i l the 
compromise of 1867; Chapter IV: f rom 1867 to his age. 
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Whi le unfolding his capabili t ies of this kind Klebelsberg was encouraged b y 
t w o factors : p a r t l y b y the u n d o u b t e d l y t a l an ted exponents of G e r m a n scholar ly 
organizat ion pr imar i ly b y A. Harnack a n d par t ly b y t h e policies of a 
H u n g a r i a n g o v e r m e n t becoming ever more bu reauc ra t i c and central ized s ince 
t h e end of the 19 th century.® (Especia l ly the inf luence of I s t v á n Tisza has t o be 
ment ioned here.) 
These m e t h o d s of g o v e r n m e n t as r e g a r d s their p u r p o r t were a t 
t h e t ime not u t t e r l y reac t ionary a t all. Af te r 1919 they were made , however , 
a tool of the conse rva t ive coun te r - revo lu t ionary dic ta torship b y t h e poli t icizing 
" n e w " ruling classes t ha t had r isen to power in t h e counter - revolut ion . 
A t t a c h m e n t to history a n d historical science, toge the r with splendid 
organizing ene rgy , account for t h e fact , t h a t as early as d u r i n g World W ar I 
(1916), when Klebelsberg was elected the p re s iden t of the His tor ica l Society, 7 
t h e f i rs t m a j o r ac t ions were l aunched to es tab l i sh the ins t i tu t ions of H u n g a r i a n 
h i s to r iography . H e personally t o o k par t in p l a n n i n g and execu t ing these ac t ions 
as unde r -Sec re t a ry of State a n d la ter d u r i n g t h e H o r t h y e ra as Minis ter 
of Educa t ion . N o t only the i dea editing t h e modern Sources of H u n g a r y 
originated w i t h h im bu t also t h e rules of source-publ ica t ion of the series in 
t he i r f inal f o r m ; he fought as Minister for H o m e Affairs in 1921 22 not on ly 
f o r s t r eng then ing the scientif ic character of t h e National Archives, b u t he 
took a hand in t h e planning of t h e new bui ld ing , in the progress of the f rescoes , 
too , and w i t h competence. H e not only procured large s u m s of m o n e y t o 
mee t the costs of publishing t h e domestic his tor ical journa l s and acquired a 
separa te non-commerc ia l press , b u t visited t h e editorial off ice of " S z á z a d o k " 
weekly to get in format ion f r o m his f r iend, S á n d o r Domanovszky , abou t t h e 
la tes t articles. A n d the researcher of the p r e s e n t day a lmos t shakes his head 
in d isapproval while reading in t h e correspondence material t h a t the Minis ter 
of Home Af fa i r s of Hungary , one of the key- f igures of the coun te r - revo lu t ion-
0
 Having a German educat ion, characteristic of t he contemporary civil servants ( s t a t e 
officials), he considered A. Harnack as his ideal. Gróf Klebelsberg Kunó beszédei, cikkei és 
törvényjavaslatai (Speeches, articles and bills of Count Kunó Klebelsberg). Budapest , 1927. 
(hereafter : Klebelsberg) p. 213—232. — His letter addressed to A. H a r n a c k is, in this respect , 
also of interest : K u n ó Klebelsberg to A. Harnack 1925. XI . 10. ( D r a f t ) OSZKK. Arch ive 
of Letters. 
7
 Hungar i an Historical Society (1867—), the most important f o r u m of Hunga r i an 
historical life. Whereas the Academy was meant for t he organization of meetings and dis-
cussions exclusively of the special dicipline, the Society intended to appeal to the b roader 
s t ra ta of society. I t s presidents f r o m the very beginning were h igh-ranking state-officials; 
ministers, under-secretar ies of s t a t e , aristocrats. A f t e r 1919 — when t h e Academy was neg-
lected — nearly all the major endeavours of h is tor iography were carr ied out under auspices 
of the Society. A m o n g its presidents were Kunó Klebelsberg from 1916 to 1932 and the his-
torian Minister of Education Bá l in t Hóman between 1932—1944. 
8
 Kunó Klebelsberg to Sándor Domanovszky. 1921. VII. 16. M T A K K ; cf.: S. DOMA-
NOVSZKY: Emlékezések gróf Klebelsberg Kunó elnökségére (Recollection of the Presidency of 
Count Kunó Klebelsberg). Századok, 1942. p. 39 Husz t i : op. cit. p . 75. 
9
 Count Imre Mikó's speech at the committee meeting of the Historical Society July 2, 
Századok, J u l y 1867. p. 16. 
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a ry reg ime was b rows ing in t h e p roo f s of t h e Széchenyi Döb l ing pape r s sugges t -
ing t o t h e ed i to r w h a t p ic ture shou ld be p r i n t ed on the c o v e r - p a g e of the b o o k , 
and all t h i s in 1921 at t he t i m e of t h e inner d e b a t e s on the po l i t i c a l m e c h a n i s m 
of conso l ida t ion . 
Th i s all ha s t o be m e n t i o n e d in advance f o r cer tain r e a s o n s of h i s to r i ca l 
cr i t ic ism. I n t h e fol lowing we will f r e q u e n t l y r e f e r to K lebe l sbe rg ' s dec la ra t ions 
as, t h e p re s iden t of t he Hi s to r i ca l Society, t h e minister h o l d i n g t h e h i g h e s t 
pos i t ion in H u n g a r i a n h i s to r i ans ' pub l i c life, will seemingly b e quoted t o o 
o f t en . A t t he s a m e t ime we m e n t i o n only i n s t i t u t i o n s and t h e pub l i ca t i on of 
i m p o r t a n t works , and those w h o a re fami l ia r w i t h the f a c t s m a y th ink t h a t 
we conceal t h e f a c t t h a t K lebe l sbe rg left his m a r k upon m a n y of t h e m . B u t 
th i s is n o t t h e occasion to a n a l y s e t h e a c t i v i t y of a po l i t i c i an displayed t o 
p r o m o t e h i s to r iog raphy , b u t t o exp la in the f o r m a t i o n of h i s to r iog raph ie ins t i -
t u t i o n s and o rgan iza t ions in t h e H o r t h y era a n d t h e coexis tence of t he m e c h a n -
ism of coun t e r - r evo lu t i ona ry c u l t u r a l policy w i t h scholarly d e v e l o p m e n t in 
t h e h i s to ry of t h e 1920s. 
On the " n a t i o n a l " role of history 
Le t us t u r n b a c k for a m o m e n t to t he connec t ion b e t w e e n his tory a n d 
pol i t ics and t o t h e func t ion of historical e l e m e n t s in H u n g a r i a n pol i t ical 
t h o u g h t , m e n t i o n e d above. Re fe rences to H u n g a r i a n h i s t o r y were g iven 
p r o m i n e n c e in t h e poli t ical ideo logy of t he H o r t h y era. D e a l i n g wi th h i s t o r y 
was o f t e n equa l t o ac tua l ly b e i n g engaged in pol i t ics . The a u t h o r s of t he b e s t 
pol i t ical s tud ies were h is tor ians , pol i t ic ians aga in and again r e s o r t e d to h i s t o r y 
and t o t h e mil lennia l t r ad i t ions of H u n g a r i a n h is tory in t h e i r p r o p a g a n d a 
speeches . His to r i c i sm and t h e p r o m i n e n c e g iven t o his tory d e r i v e d p r imar i l y 
f r o m t h e s i t ua t i on of H u n g a r y a f t e r 1920. T h e m a i n asp i ra t ions of the ru l i ng 
classes of t h e reg ime , t o regain t h e annexed t e r r i to r i e s and t o p r o t e s t aga in s t 
t h e a r r a n g e m e n t s of t h e sys tem emerg ing f r o m t h e Peace T r e a t y , almost sug -
gested a h is tor ica l s t a r t i ng -po in t . T h e a r g u m e n t s agains t t he T r i a n o n decisions 
could n o t be we lded toge ther on a mere ly e t h n i c or geographica l basis in s p i t e 
of t h e large n u m b e r of H u n g a r i a n s l iving in t h e annexed t e r r i t o r i e s . The res to -
r a t i o n of G r e a t - H u n g a r y sup reme over the na t iona l i t i e s a n d i n d e p e n d e n t of 
the H a p s b u r g s b u t prev ious ly ma in t a ined w i t h the help of t h e empire 
could be ju s t i f i ed p r imar i ly b y r e fe r r ing to h i s to r i c i ty , h i s to r ica l r ight . If w e 
go t h r o u g h t h e p r o g r a m m e speeches delivered ma in ly f r o m t h e pres iden t ia l 
chai r of t h e His to r i ca l Society — a n o rgan iza t ion to m a i n t a i n t h e connect ion 
b e t w e e n t h e pub l i c and specialized science d u r i n g the d e c a d e s preceding 
Wor ld W a r I, we can come across every пом7 a n d then s t a t e m e n t s re fer r ing 
t o t h e poli t ical , n a t i o n a l role of h i s t o r iog raphy , wishes t h a t t h e M'riting of 
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history shou ld he the pol i t ica l guide of t h e citizens and should raise t h e whole 
nat ion to a high level of political m a t u r i t y by m a k i n g into public p rope r ty 
all the conclusions t h a t c a n be drawn f r o m the past of t h e na t ion . The Histor ical 
Society a n d nat ional h i s to r iography in genera l supplied na tu r a l l y the "h is tor ica l 
a r g u m e n t s " to Magyarize d i f fe rent place names , to r e s to re the ancient na t iona l 
m o n u m e n t s in the 1880s a n d to popular ize the "mi l len ia l idea" . 1 0 B u t we could 
go on q u o t i n g from t h e speeches of t h e World W a r w h e n from t h e highest 
place of h is tor ians ' p u b l i c life the belief in a quick res tora t ion was given a 
historical bas is by a r g u i n g t h a t H u n g a r i a n history f r o m the 13 th cen tu ry 
t o the end of the 19th c e n t u r y d e m o n s t r a t e d t h a t his tor ical d i sas te rs were 
followed b y recovery a n d t h a t this h is tor ica l law w o u l d repeat i tself again. 
T h u s there is h a r d l y anyth ing n e w in the words of the pres ident of the 
society w h e n he declared a t the f i rs t i m p o r t a n t m e e t i n g of h is tor ians after 
1919: " H i s t o r y is ac tua l ly no t re t rospect ive , it is n o t curiosi ty going back to 
the pas t , b u t an eno rmous moral force, a n d if spirits cease to know a n d love, 
the na t ion resembles a m a n who has lost his memory , w h o does no t l ea rn bu t 
rushes unwise ly into d a n g e r , into his r u i n . Thus soc ie ty defends itself and its 
order by pat roniz ing i t s h i s to r iog raphy . " 1 1 
In t h i s s t a t e m e n t , t o o , the cen t ra l idea is the social funct ion of history 
in general , b u t these l ines wr i t ten in 1920 express m o r e concretely t h a t his tory 
was considered as a m o r a l force, as a f a c t o r p r even t ing society f r o m rushing 
into d i sa s t e r . 
W i t h o u t going i n t o a detailed descript ion of t h e pos t - revolu t ionary 
s i tuat ion of intellectual l i fe in H u n g a r y we have t o men t ion t h a t a f t e r 1919 
each coun te r - r evo lu t iona ry thinker , pub l ic i s t , and po l i t i c ian took up a position 
on the e v e n t s of 1918/1919. Those who h a d taken p a r t in the revolut ion sought 
to prove t h e y had not be longed to t h e t r u e revolu t ionis t s ; those w h o had been 
persecuted or who had q u i e t l y hidden f o r the few m o n t h s had the convict ion 
tha t counte r - revolu t ion composed of di f ferent o r i en ta t ions and in ten t ions 
just i f ied the i r behav iour , too. The reac t ions m i x e d and of d i f f e ren t val-
ue of t h e r ight-wing intell igentsia t o t h e revolut ions contained one common 
t h o u g h t : t h e claim t h a t t h e A u t u m n Revolut ion in 1918 and t h e Soviet 
Republ ic were only b l u n d e r s and n o t a direct con t inua t ion of H u n g a r y ' s 
millennial history. 
T h u s contras t ing n a t i o n a l h i s tory wi th p ro l e t a r i an revolut ion produced 
the o the r basic group of historico-polit ical ques t ions raised in t h e political 
ideological forums of t h e 1920s beside t h e protests a g a i n s t the u n j u s t te r r i tor ia 
10
 W i t h reference to t h i s : Pesty Frigyes Vegyes Iratai I I . к . (Miscellaneous Documents 
of Frigyes Pest i — the admin i s t r a to r of the Society. Volume I I ) . OSZKK Fol. H u n g . 1115. 
Cf. I. LUKINICH: A Magyar Történelmi Társulat története 1867 1917 (The H i s t o r y of the 
Hungar ian Historical Society 1867—1917). Budapes t , 1918. p p . 59—60. 
11
 Klebelsberg, p. 37. 
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a r r angemen t s of t h e Peace T r e a t y . Perhaps it is wor th following the sequence 
of ideas of t h e speech quoted above in connect ion wi th t h e revolut ions . T h e 
example of t h e 1848/49 R e v o l u t i o n is picked out of t h e h i s to ry of H u n g a r y 
and contras ted w i th the p ro l e t a r i an revolu t ion . The W a r of Independence 
(1848) " de f e nd ing the most sacred rights of t h e n a t i o n " had been an organic 
p a r t of H u n g a r i a n history, w h e r e a s the rad ica l spirit of 1918/19 cons t i tu ted a 
" fo re ign mate r ia l in the body of t h e na t i on" , and had to be r emoved f r o m there . 
T h e la t ter was opposed to e v e r y t h i n g t h a t h a d t a k e n place in H u n g a r i a n h is tory 
for a thousand yea r s and t h a t was linked w i t h t h e grand con t inu i ty of na t iona l 
l ife: the p ro le ta r i an revolut ion because of its in te rna t iona l i sm — was 
considered to b e an t ina t iona l and by being " o n e s i ded" and " p a r t i s a n " it 
neglected the g rea tes t in teres ts of the na t ion , and degenera ted in to an " a n t i -
n a t i o n a l " " r e b e l l i o n " " l ead ing t h e count ry to r u i n . " The earlier upris ing of 
1848/49 in t h e personal i ty of the most r evo lu t ionary poe t , Pe tőf i — was 
considered to be a pa r t of n a t i o n a l history. F o r a l though P e t ő f i was a revolu-
t ionis t , he was a " n a t i o n a l " one who drew his na t iona l lvrism f r o m the " b e a u t y 
a n d greatness of t h e pas t of t h e na t ion" , and who could p e r f o r m his mission 
owing to his " s e n s e for h is tory and his p a t r i o t i s m " . This na t i ona l r evo lu t ionary 
spir i t of 1848/49 associated w i t h Petőf i was to ta l ly con t r a s t ed to the one 
wh ich " spen t i t s f u r y af ter o u r collapse in 1918 —19" and was "an t ih i s to r ic 
and an t ina t iona l rad ica l i sm". 1 2 
The c o n t r a s t of the t w o revolut ions was achieved as is evident f rom 
t h e above on t h e basis of t h e ca tegory: na t iona l . And in t h e a rgumen ta t i on 
t h e word n a t i o n a l meant be long ing to na t iona l h is tory; na t i ona l feeling was 
e q u a l to a t t a c h m e n t to t h e millennial deve lopmen t of H u n g a r i a n his tory . 
T h e democrat ic a n d pro le ta r ian revolut ions h a v e no t r ad i t ions in the h i s tory 
of H u n g a r y , accord ing to th i s view, their roo t s cannot he t raced back to an 
ear l ier stage t h a n the radical ism of the beg inning of the c e n t u r y and t h u s , 
na tu ra l l y , t h e y are opposed n o t only to the deve lopmen t of H u n g a r y b u t t o 
eve ry th ing his tor ical . The ah i s to r i c charac ter of the p ro le t a r i an revolut ions 
showed itself n o t only in H u n g a r y . The case was the same w i t h t h e Commune 
of Pa r i s in 1871, and in Russia where " i t b r o u g h t about the to t a l decay of t h e 
n a t i o n " . The F r e n c h , too, acknowledged 1789. the Great Revolu t ion in 
sp i te of its fai l ings and b loodshed and 1848, their na t iona l revolut ions , as 
the i r own, bu t t h e y kept qu ie t a b o u t the C o m m u n e of Par i s or " r a t h e r t h e y 
cas t it out f r o m the i r na t ional his tory as a foreign b o d y " . T h e H u n g a r i a n s 
should t reat Ká ro ly i ' s and K u n f i ' s revolut ion in the same w a y " a s alien f r o m 
t h e soul of the n a t i o n , consuming and des t roying the most sacred goods of t h e 
n a t i o n " , being ab le to gain v i c t o r y of a few m o n t h s only owing to the decay 
of t h e "sense of h i s t o ry" . 
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Here we have to ha l t for a m o m e n t to speak abou t t h e ca tegory of "sense 
of h i s t o r y " . All t he more so, because in the speeches del ivered a f te r 1919 it 
f r e q u e n t l y occurs in t h e c o m m e n t s on the social f u n c t i o n of h is tory and of 
h is tor ica l science.13 This charac ter i s t ic expression of t h e romant ic i sm of the 
19th cen tu ry , condensing in itself eve ry th ing t h a t phi losophers , poe t s , and 
wr i te rs had asserted a b o u t even ts as being historical ly de te rmined , m e a n t 
in th i s usage app ly ing a modern expression t h e his tor ical consciousness 
of soc ie ty and the in te res t of t h e society in h is tory . T h a t is t o say: t h a t society 
and t h a t generat ion has a sense of h i s to ry which t akes in teres t in i ts own 
h i s to ry , is famil iar wi th i t , and accepts t h e " n o r m a l " lessons t h a t can be d r a w n 
f r o m i t , too. If society cherishes i ts sense of h is tory according to t h e H u n g a -
r ian counter - revolu t ion , it will no t be liable to a d o p t the revo lu t ionary 
spi r i t . Bourgeois radicals could m a k e society suscept ible to sedit ious ideas, 
because society had lost i ts sense of h i s tory . " E v e r y t h i n g na t iona l is los t" , 
t h e his tor ical way of seeing th ings , " t h e awareness of the pas t as a s torehouse 
of m o r a l i t y and law in the life of n a t i o n s " . Oszkár Jász i had realized how 
m u c h his doctr ine and the society 's sense of h is tory cont rad ic ted each other 
Klebersberg says — and this is t h e reason w h y he a t t a c k e d " t h e t r ad i t ion-
ally noble spirit of H u n g a r i a n h i s t o r i o g r a p h y " ; he guessed t h a t "on ly a genera-
t ion u n m i n d f u l of i ts glorious pa s t , m igh t t u r n its a t t e n t i o n to his superficial 
d o c t r i n e " . For and t h e above ideas on the sense of h i s to ry of socie ty get 
the i r t r u e s t i n t e rp re t a t ion here •— " h e who sticks to our millennial cons t i tu t ion , 
he w h o is capable of grasping t h e mora l and pract ica l impor tance of legal 
c o n t i n u i t y and polit ical t r ad i t ion , l ike t h e Engl ish, t h e f i r s t cons t i tu t iona l 
n a t i o n of the world, can never jo in t h e red banne r of social d i s tu rbance and 
genera l subvers ion." 1 4 
T h u s w h a t we cited above becomes comprehensib le , h i s to ry is not 
" r e t ro spec t i ve , it is no t mere ly cur ios i ty looking b a c k in to the p a s t , bu t 
an enormous moral fo r ce" and if society forsakes i ts devot ion to its pas t , to 
i ts na t iona l h is tory " i t surely rushes in to danger and d i s a s t e r " i.e. in to revolu-
t ion , " l ike a man who has lost his m e m o r y " . T h a t is w h y he ends his commen t s 
13
 The question is r ightly raised in every analysis of the his tory of ideas how much 
the ideas quoted were common in t h a t age. The instances show t h a t most of the unsound 
generalizations are the consequence of failing to do so. The initial "hor izon ta l " survey indicates 
t ha t t he views spread by Klebelsberg on " t h e sense of h i s to ry" and "historical consciousness" 
were r a the r general. I n the f i rs t days of the revolut ion we come across the contras t of revolu-
t ion and "sense of h i s to ry" in intellectual circles, and af ter 1919 the realization of t he contra-
diction between the un jus tness of t he Peace T r e a t y of Trianon and Hungar ian h is tory is given 
voice a t the political meet ing in the countryside and a t the meet ings of the counter-revolu-
t i ona ry associations urging revision. (Cf. the minutes of the Facu l ty of Arts of the Universi ty 
of Debrecen. 30. X . 1918, Archive of Ha jdú -Biha r county. Presidential documents of the 
Lord-Lieu tenan t . 1919 —1922; - Archive I of Pest county, documents of the Lord-Lieute-
nan t . 1919—1921; — Archive of Fejér coun ty , documents of t he Lord-Lieutenant 1919 22. 
P r o g r a m m e documents of the revisionist associations: Old Archive of the Academy. Secretary 
General 's Documents , 1 9 1 9 - 1 9 2 2 . MTAKK. ) 
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on the connect ion between h i s to ry and the p resen t by say ing t h a t society 
de fends itself, i ts own order, if it patronizes h i s to r iography . According to th i s 
v iew, the social f unc t i on of t h e wri t ing of h i s to ry is to p r o m o t e the develop-
m e n t of the sense of history which alone is c apab l e of s topp ing the spread of 
revolu t ionary ideas , to keep alive the love of na t iona l h i s to ry and to d r a w 
i ts lessons. He was encouraged b y this convict ion of his on th is social f unc t i on 
of his tory said Klebelsberg in 1920, wi th t h e benef i t of h inds ight t o 
reorganise the His tor ica l Society inmedia te ly a f t e r the fall of Bolshevism, one 
of whose main object ives was precisely to n u r t u r e historical sense of t h e 
H u n g a r i a n n a t i o n . This is how his tor iography, called to fos te r historical 
t h ink ing in order t o protect aga ins t the danger of revolut ion, becomes in t h e 
lec tures an organic p a r t of the coun te r - r evo lu t iona ry world of t h o u g h t . 
If one of t h e mos t essential fea tures of s e t t i ng up a p r o g r a m m e for cul tura l 
policy in the 20s was to a t t r i b u t e a very i m p o r t a n t , " n a t i o n a l " role to h i s tory 
in political t h o u g h t , so its o the r , no less i m p o r t a n t charac ter i s t ic was to keep 
cons tan t ly in view the deve lopmen t of h i s tor iography as a specialised b ranch of 
science. Al though i t approached h is tor iography f r o m the side of policy i t 
neve r intended t o give up scient if ic pre tensions . I t is t rue t h a t t h e establish-
m e n t of an o u s t a n d i n g H u n g a r i a n scholarship and its hegemony in E a s t e r n 
and Central E u r o p e f i t s the wel l -known concept ion abou t the cu l tu ra l superior-
i t y of Hunga ry , and even in t h e development of individual disciplines con tem-
p o r a r y publicists saw great na t iona l force. T h e y main ta ined t h a t t h rough 
increasing the r e p u t a t i o n of t h e Hungar i an wor ld of science, t h r o u g h a closer 
a t t a c h m e n t to E u r o p e a n cu l tu re and hy p roduc ing well- trained exper ts t h e 
Hunga r i ans were t o d e m o n s t r a t e their v i ta l i ty . Stil l , the f ac t is t h a t this w a y 
of playing poli t ics th rough science entailed eve ry th ing t h a t could help t h e 
deve lopment of scholarship according to the coun te r - r evo lu t iona ry object ives: 
c rea t ing research posts , s t a r t i ng the publ ica t ion of big series of scholarly 
works , building u p t h e system of foreign scholarships . 
Let us t a k e only one e x a m p l e out of t h e n u m e r o u s fac t s i l lus t ra t ing t h e 
concurrence of t h i s conception of cul tural pol icy wi th the p r o g r a m m e of an 
ind iv idua l discipline. We saw in t h e preceding how defini tely t h e social func-
t ion of h is tor iography had been de te rmined in t h e intel lectual life of the H o r t h y 
era a t an early p h a s e . I t followed almost as a n a t u r a l consequence t h a t when 
i t came to out l in ing the ac tua l p rogramme fo r h is tory t h e relation between 
historical work and public came in to prominence, especially t h e quest ion how 
t h e historical work can exercise an influence on t h e reading publ ic , pr imari ly 
on t h e middle classes cons t i tu t ing the basis of t h e sys tem. F r o m this angle 
Klebelsberg sets t h e object ives fo r the h i s to r iography of the 20s — no t only 
in propagandis t ic speeches and articles bu t in p r i v a t e correspondence, t oo : 
t h e essential ques t ions have to be dea l t with and one mus t not get lost in detai ls 
like t h e scholars of t h e earlier decades ; who p u f f e r e d away a t t h i rd - r a t e qucs-
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t ions, u n a b l e to a t t r a c t and c a p t i v a t e publ ic interest . 1 5 And t h a t was why 
h i s to r iography could no t pe r form its na t i ona l mission. Now if we c o m p a r e all 
this w i t h the p r o g r a m m e s set by h i s to r ians of the age we will a lmos t a lways 
notice t h e same crit icism of the h i s to r iography of the earl ier decades, r ebuk ing 
it for h a v i n g deal t w i th minor detai ls , neglected to give a comprehens ive de-
scr ipt ion of the deve lopmen t of the h i s to ry of H u n g a r y , and for h a v i n g failed 
to be readab le . Especia l ly the leading personali t ies of the his tory of ideas, 
first fol lowing in R a n k e ' s foots teps and becoming independen t a f t e rward 
(Bál int H ó m a n , Gyula Szekfű) accused t h e p re revo lu t ionary h is tor ians of an 
exagge ra t ed specializing a t t i t ude and of get t ing lost in t r iv ia . 
T h e a rgumen ta t i on is, na tu ra l l y , professional , and let us add t h a t it 
con ta ined a lot of real e lements : it r e fe r red either to t h e in te rna t iona l develop-
ment of h i s to r iography , t o the t r end agains t d a t a collecting and a t t r i b u t i n g 
too m u c h a t t en t ion to technics, or t o the not ion t h a t detailed s tud ies are 
necessar i ly followed b y an age of syn thes i s and t h a t earlier results h a v e to be 
surpassed . Thus cu l tu ra l policy connec ts the demand of exercising an influence 
on t h e publ ic wi th t h e crit icism of t h e wr i t ing of h i s tory of the earl ier decades. 
I t u rged t h e revelat ion of essential p r o b l e m s bu t a t t h e same t ime it coincided 
wi th t h e modern e f fo r t s of the p u r e historical science of the age, which 
reached t h e same resul t by a p p r o a c h i n g the problem f rom the angle of the 
specialised discipline. 
T h e extensive considerat ion for t h e d e m a n d s of t h e discipline and for 
its profess ional endeavou r s is d e m o n s t r a t e d by t h e f a c t too t h a t t h i s policy 
by no means d e m a n d e d p ropagand i s t i c wri t ing b u t well-wri t ten historical 
works , no t popular b rochure - l i t e ra tu re , b u t vas t source-books suppl ied with 
t h o r o u g h analyses, and monographs . 
J u s t as the pol icy of system o f t e n gives proof of its adequacy b y being 
able t o fo rm a leading t e a m of qual i f ied persons, so a k e y quest ion of cultural 
policy is to wha t e x t e n t it is able t o m a k e the bes t scholars of t h e age side 
wi th i t s p r o g r a m m e and whether i t is capable of ac t i va t i ng them in organizing 
the science. The cu l tu ra l policy of t h e 1920s did its best to d r a w t h e best 
h i s to r i ans into work ing out concept ions and to enab le each likely ta len ted 
h i s to r ian to develop. Klebelsberg, fo r example , f r o m his very f i r s t appea rance 
in scholar ly life (1916) sought t h e c o m p a n y of the be s t his torians of t h e age. 
Th i s is how a nar row circle of advisors formed f r o m among the bes t h is tor ians 
and archivis ts a round t h e Minister of Educa t ion b y t h e middle of t h e 1920s. 
W e h a v e to place a m o n g them Dezső Csánki, d i rector of the Na t iona l Archives, 
d is t inguished p r imar i ly b y his expe r tnes s in admin i s t r a t i ve prob lems (disliked 
ye t suppo r t ed by t h e Minister) , and Bá l in t H ó m a n , t h e f amous mediaeva l i s t of 
the age, who soon b e c a m e director of t h e Nat iona l Museum. In t h e quest ions 
of organiza t ion he took par t in se t t ing t h e p rog ramme and in realizing Klebels-
15
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berg 's ideas, and his suggest ions were relied on by the Minis ter more t h a n 
once.16 Á r p á d Károly i who was personal ly on mos t i n t i m a t e t e r m s wi th t h e 
Minister has t o be ment ioned a m o n g t h e m too. He was one of t h e most respec t -
ed archivis ts of con t empora ry Europe , fo rmer director of t h e Haus- , Hof -
und S t aa t s a r ch iv in Vienna and in the 20s considered to be t h e greatest H u n -
garian h is tor ian 1 7 of the age; and last b u t no t least , Sándor D o i n a n o v s z k y , 
t h e founder of t h e school of t h e his tory of H u n g a r i a n agr icul ture who inves ted 
most of his energy in admin is te r ing the science (as he used to say) of t h e 
period be tween the two Wor ld W a r s . (He edi ted the central his torical j o u r n a l . 
Századok, managed the af fa i rs of the big series of pub l ica t ions of sources , 
handled f inanc ia l affairs, was coord ina tor be tween t h e d i f fe ren t research inst i -
tu tes , and pres ident of the Council of Scholarships established to award fore ign 
scholarships.) 
The d e m a n d for a high s t a n d a r d of historical science is obvious not on ly 
in the persons charged wi th t h e organizat ion of learning. T h e c o n t e m p o r a r y 
cul tura l policy also s t rove to suppor t any his tor ian who accepted the p l a t -
form of t h e sys tem. H ó m a n , Fe renc E c k h a r d t , Gyula Szekfű , D o m a n o v s z k y , 
the young genera t ion of t h e 20s, and the younge r ones, E l e m é r Mályusz a n d 
I s t v á n H a j n a l 1 8 and the old, even those who refused to follow the his tory of 
16
 Csánki, Dezső (1857—1933). His work in f ive volumes on 15th century historical 
geography is still one of the impor t an t basic works of the age. In the 20s he was the manag ing 
vice-president of the Gyűj teményegye tem, the leading scholarly organizat ion of the age. 
Hóman, Bálint (1885—1951). A well-known exper t of early medieval his tory: his m o s t 
impor tan t work is the Hungar ian His tory wri t ten in jo in t authorship w i t h Gyula Szekfű . 
After 1919 he held different high positions in scholarly life: director of l ibrary, museum, 
the vice president of the Gyűj teményegye tem, Universi ty professor. Between 1932—42 — wi th 
a short break — he was Minister of Educat ion . He was sentenced to life imprisonment as a 
right-wing politician and war-criminal by the people's court . 
17
 Károlyi, Árpád (1853—1936). He studied at the In s t i t u t für Österreichische Geschichts-
forschung, la ter he became the l ibrarar ian of the Haus- , Hof- und S taa t sa rch iv . The applica-
t ion of the theory of "p rovenance" in the Staatsarchiv is associated with his name. He in t ro-
duced primari ly the history of the independence movements in his numerous studies. His 
publications of sources are considered to be the f i rs t modern editions of sources. His works 
— natura l ly wi th reservations — can still be very useful for their rich mater ia l and correct 
cri t ique of sources. After 1919 he was the director of the Hungar ian Historical Ins t i tu te in 
Vienna, and the chief-administrator of the Collegium Hungar icum. 
18
 Eckhardt, Ferenc (1885—1957). At tended the Ins t i t u t in Vienna, too, and became 
the archivist of the Hofkammerarch iv in Vienna (1914—1919). Later he became the d e p u t y 
director, for a shor t t ime the director of the Historical Ins t i tu te in Vienna. Af te r 1928 he w a s 
Universi ty professor of the Univers i ty a t Budapest . His work on the h i s tory of economics 
of the 18th cen tu ry is of abiding value. 
Szekfű, Gyula (1883—1955) the best-known figure of Hungar ian h is tor iography between 
the two World Wars . Archivist a t the Staatsarchiv between 1908—1919, subsequent ly worked 
a t the Ins t i tu te of Vienna. His work entit led " H á r o m nemzedék" (Three Generations) is 
almost a s u m m a r y of the ideology of the regime. From the 1930s he jo ined the left-wing 
movements , a f te r 1945 he was the f i r s t envoy of Hungary in Moscow. In spi te of the tenden-
tiousness his works are characterized by the author ' s thorough knowledge of the sources and 
his unparalleled skill in writing. 
Hajnal, István (1892—1956) an outs tanding scholar of "p r imary sciences" and of 
modern his tory. His activity was unfo r tuna te ly in ter rupted bu t his works on the history of 
paleography, technics and politics are lasting. Several works of both Szekfű and Hajna l were 
published in foreign languages. 
8* Acta Historica Academiae Scientiarum Hungaricae 17, 1971 
284 F. Glatz 
ideas, t h e b e s t suppor ted t r e n d of the age (Dávid Angya l , Anta l Áldássy , etc.) 
were all f inanc ia l ly aided in some w a y or other , a w a r d e d foreign research-
tours and given publ ishing possibilities even in the h a r d post -war economic 
s i tuat ion. 1 8 Th i s was a p r i m a r y condi t ion for a h igh s t a n d a r d of his tor ical 
l i te ra ture in spi te of t h e conserva t ive and counte r - revo lu t ionary a t t i t u d e and 
object ives of t h e regime. 
On the organizat ion of research 
The cu l tu ra l policy of t h e 20s, however , aimed n o t only at t r a n s f o r m i n g 
t h e social f u n c t i o n of h i s to r ica l science in agreement w i t h the policy of the 
counte r - revolu t ionary s y s t e m , bu t also a t ma in ta in ing research in spi te of the 
post-war economic d i f f icul t ies . Let us see the set t ing of t h e p rogrammes and 
brief ly some of the resu l t s in this sphere . 
The s t a r t i n g po in t of th is concept ion of cu l tura l policy was t h a t in the 
modern age a n y form of social ac t iv i ty can be control led only wi th t h e help 
of extens ive organizat ions bui l t on a l a rge scale. Resea rch has to be a d j u s t e d 
accordingly " M a n y of t h e j o b s t ha t r equ i red earlier on ly t h e ind iv idua l enter-
prise of en thus ias t ic and t a l en ted people now demand t h e ac t iv i ty of organi-
zat ions" , sa id Klebelsberg in a speech as early as 1917. I t was in t h i s spiri t 
t h a t the p res iden t of t h e Historical Socie ty wanted t o reorganize H u n g a r i a n 
historical scholarship in t h e last years of t h e war and all H u n g a r i a n scholarly 
life a f te r 1919. This was a n unpreceden ted ly vas t p r o j e c t for t h e es tab l i shment 
of a m o d e r n Hunga r i an scholarship. 
This conception considered the organiza t ion of r e sea rch as the most 
i m p o r t a n t t a s k , and t h e s a m e though t s can be r ead in several dec la ra t ions : 
the t ime of individual u n d e r t a k i n g s is over , jo in t , co-ord ina ted research-work 
is the t h i n g of the f u t u r e . " I n the field of the s tudy of sources grand scientif ic 
collective under t ak ings m e e t the d e m a n d s and r e q u i r e m e n t s of t h e modern 
age, the resu l t s of which c a n be p resen ted in big series of pub l i ca t ions . " T h a t 
is why it is desirable to o rgan ize our " a r c h i v i s t r e sea rche r s " " fo r m a j o r publ ica-
tions of historical s o u r c e s " . He did no t contes t t h e individual insp i ra t ion of 
scholarship because, as he said, g rea t discoveries a re made b y indiv iduals 
(1921), b u t t h e deve lopmen t of science as a whole is p r o m o t e d no t p r imar i l y 
by the t h o u g h t s and inven t ions of g rea t personali t ies . " A p a r t f rom such neces-
sarily u n i q u e hu t u n f o r t u n a t e l y rare, b r i l l i an t e rup t ions t housands of qual i f ied 
persons con t r ibu te to t h e fu r the r deve lopmen t of science. Espec ia l ly t h e 
p r e p a r a t o r y works, collect ion of mate r ia l s , the p roduc t i on of semi-f inished 
scholarly goods requires numerous indus t r ious hands , and they represen t the 
19
 In detai l see: F. GLATZ: Klebelsberg tudománypolitikai programja és a magyar történet-
tudomány (The Programme of Cultural Policy of Klebelsberg and Hungar ian Historical 
Science). Századok 1969. No. 5 — 6. 
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f r e sh , young energy not shying a t t h e hulk of t h e work. The b u l k of scientif ic 
work is not t h e p r o d u c t of geniuses b u t of indus t r ious hands. 2 0 
E v e n if n o t unpreceden ted , t h e plans of these deve lopmen t s for t h e 
organiza t ion of research and for ins t i tu t ions a n d ins t i tu tes based on it toge the r 
w i th the p rac t i ca l steps to realize t h e m , sounded new in the i r age . 
This concept ion was new fo r o ther reasons , too. In H u n g a r i a n historical 
life the d e m a n d for the e s t ab l i shment of mode rn research-organiza t ion had n o t 
ar isen ye t . I t was surprising t h a t an " e a r n e s t " politician (Klebelsberg , S t a t e 
Secre ta ry in 1918, Minister fo r H o m e Affai rs in 1921) considered cu l tura l 
policy so seriously as a "specia l f i e l d " . The p r o g r a m m e was new, too, because 
it laid down concre te t a sks : t o collect the m o d e r n sources of H u n g a r y and t o 
publ i sh t h e m in big series of source publ ica t ions , to compile a hand-hook 
of h is tory , t o es tabl ish scientific ins t i tu te s a t h o m e and abroad a n d a publ ishing 
house for scient if ic hooks, e tc . 
I t is no t our d u t y here t o descr ibe the large-scale organiza t ion of research 
ins t i tu te s and ins t i tu t ions . In t h e following we wish to present some concrete 
cases of how t h e mechanism of t h e historical organiza t ion worked b y the middle 
of t h e 1920s. This t ime, too, we are seeking answers to t h e ques t ion how-
research was connec ted wi th pol i t ics t h rough t h e cul tura l policy of the regime, 
or r a the r how f a r the inner deve lopmen t of his tor ical science c a n be t r aced 
a p a r t f rom cu l tu ra l policy. 
Let us see f i r s t the grea tes t historical en te rpr i se of the age, t h e publ ica-
t ion of the m o d e r n sources of H u n g a r y . 
T h e idea of revealing the " a g e s closer to u s " originated w i t h Klebelsberg. 
I n the i n t r o d u c t o r y pa r t we m e n t i o n e d t h a t t h e hand-wr i t t en notes (da ted 
f r o m the early 1900s) of the y o u n g politician ind ica te t h a t he h a d a thorough 
knowledge of t h e modern h i s to ry of H u n g a r y , b u t t hey also show t h a t — as he 
himself f o r m u l a t e d it in his l a t e r speeches he always searched in modern 
h i s to ry for a guide to the policy of t h e present . H e begins the analys is of each 
historical t h e m e always by out l in ing t h e historical background of t h e problem. 
This historical approach preserves a lot of the dialectical re la t ion of pas t and 
presen t in i ts m e t h o d of th ink ing . Klebelsberg himself was n e i t h e r a scholar 
nor a h is tor ian ; t h u s , of course, he d id not t h ink th i s relat ion over theore t ica l ly . 
I n his way of th ink ing bo th t y p e s of historical approach can be de tec ted . 
Somet imes he d i s to r t s history b y pro jec t ing t h e problems of t h e p resen t back 
i n t o the pas t to even ts t h a t took p lace centuries before , with he lp of pr imit ive 
paral le ls ; at o the r t imes he r i gh t ly reveals t h e real historical roots of t h e 
c o n t e m p o r a r y p rob lems of n a t i o n a l i t y and admin i s t r a t ion , s t ress ing t ha t t h e 
p rob lems of t h e p resen t can be comprehended only by tracing t h e m f rom the 
p a s t . If we revealed the immed ia t e an tecedents of our political life not only 
20
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scholars, b u t even " o u r economists a n d polit icans could profi t b y h i s t o r y " 
For as he s ta ted " t h e beau ty of a s tate d o c u m e n t and of a political 
speech, too , lies in c u r r e n t events being connected w i t h the i r historical an teced-
ents and placed in t h e grea t con t inu i ty of na t ional life".2 1 Thus , w h e n the 
His tor ical Society inc luded in its p r o g r a m m e the ed i t ion of the sources of the 
modern h is tory of H u n g a r y (under t h e t i t l e of Fontes históriáé aevi recentioris) 
in 1917, i ts political in i t i a t ive was no t denied . These object ives did no t create 
a stir a p a r t f rom professional circles — in the war l ike a tmosphere before 
1918.22 A f t e r 1919 it w a s a different m a t t e r . 
F o r in H u n g a r i a n political t h o u g h t the ques t ion arose as ear ly as 
dur ing t h e World W a r a t t h e first vision of the possible separa t ion of t h e nat ion-
alit ies — w h a t has led t o it ? The ques t ion was f inal ly posed for the H u n g a r i a n 
rul ing classes by the col lapse of the Mona rchy — i.e. " G r e a t - H u n g a r y " - and 
b y t h e revolut ions . T h e mos t i m p o r t a n t ideological works af ter 1919 struggle 
wi th t r y i n g to answer th i s quest ion. A n d it is not b y chance ei ther t h a t the 
most impressive historico-poli t ical w ork of the H o r t h y era was Gyula Szekfű ' s 
" T h r e e Genera t ions" 2 3 which a t t e m p t e d to answer t h e question and t o sketch 
out t h e " d e c a y " l ead ing to revolut ions . The Fon te s p rog ramme also belongs 
to th is school of t h o u g h t . The 1918 p rospec tus of t h e series of historical sources 
classifies t h e volumes t o be edited i n t o five classes: his tory of polit ics, of 
admin i s t r a t ion , of rel igion and inte l lectual life, h i s to ry of economics, and 
h is tory of se t t lements of t h e 18th c e n t u r y . Even if t h e r e is no possibi l i ty here 
to ana lyse the s u b j e c t - m a t t e r in de ta i l , we m a y observe t h a t t h e centra l 
ques t ions are the cons t i tu t iona l h i s to ry of H u n g a r y in the Monarchy, and the 
ques t ion of na t iona l i t i es . Within t h e f r a m e of rel igion and inte l lectual life 
the series sought to p r e s e n t the Se rb ian and " W a l l a c h i a n " (i.e. R o u m a n i a n ) 
O r t h o d o x Churches a n d the his tory of the p r o t e s t a n t s of T ransy lvan i a ; the 
vo lume on the s e t t l emen t s of the 18th cent t i ry wished to document t h e his tory 
of t h e nat ional i t ies se t t l ed in H u n g a r y at t h a t t i m e , i.e. to show w h a t good 
p a t r i o t s t h e y became w i t h i n the f ron t i e r s of Grea t Hungary . 2 4 A f t e r 1919 in 
the F o n t e s p r o g r a m m e these groups of problems p a r t l y change and pa r t ly 
enlarge . The history of t h e nat ional i t ies is still r e l e v a n t ; indeed it is emphas ized 
more. Y e t it is no longer a problem of t h e 18th c e n t u r y bu t is associated with 
t h e h i s to ry of the W a r of Independence in 1848 49, demons t r a t i ng how the 
na t ional i t ies tu rned aga ins t the H u n g a r i a n Na t ion in 1848 " a t t h e t ime of 
i ts j u s t f i g h t " and in 1918 as well. T h e s u b j e c t - m a t t e r of the h i s to ry of the 
admin i s t r a t i on of t h e modern H u n g a r i a n s ta te w a s modified a f t e r m a n y 
21
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discussions to an t i c ipa t e the i ndependen t H u n g a r i a n governmenta l au thor i t i e s 
f o rmed af ter 1919. A new topic is t h e idea of conserva t ive r e fo rm represen ted 
h y t h e great h is tor ica l personal i ty , I s tván Széchenyi , as an ideal opposed t o 
t h e revo lu t ionary spirit.25 
As seen a b o v e , one of t h e v a s t projects of Hunga r i an h i s to r iog raphy was 
closely related t o t h e most i m p o r t a n t political-ideological t r e n d s of the age : 
the enormous source-edit ions f i t t e d in with t h e p lans of cu l tu ra l policy. This 
p ro jec t was in i t i a t ed by a pol i t ic ian except ional ly sensitive t o t h e p rob lems 
of t h e age, who discussed the shap ing of t h e deta i led plan w i t h t h e scholars 
ment ioned above . I t was Árpád Károly i , Gyula Szekfű , Ferenc E c k h a r d t who 
surveyed the source material of modern H u n g a r i a n his tory re l evan t to t h e 
above ment ioned quest ions; t h e y prepared t h e f i r s t major d r a f t of the F o n t e s 
and Sándor D o m a n o v s z k y , Dezső Csánki and I m r e Lukinich pa r t i c ipa t ed in 
work ing out t h e f u r t h e r details of t h e pro jec t . 
Never theless , a f t e r es tabl ishing the cor re la t ion between polit ics and this 
p r o g r a m m e of r e sea rch in h i s to ry , we immed ia t e ly have to examine it w i th 
re levance to t h e inner deve lopment of the his tor ical science, too . 
To begin w i t h , t he idea of publishing t h e sources of m o d e r n H u n g a r i a n 
h i s to ry was of u t m o s t impor tance . The 19th c e n t u r y ' s wri t ing of h is tory ended 
w i th research i n t o t h e feudal pe r iod ; f rom t h e 17 th—18th c e n t u r y t h e only 
e v e n t considered as a subject of h is tory was Rákócz i ' s war of independence , 
a historically p r o j e c t e d and glorified image of t h e e ternal issue of independence . 
His to r ians a p a r t f r o m writers of publicist ic p re tens ions and one or two works 
(e.g. those of H e n r i k Marczali) — did not choose for subject m a t t e r t h e h i s to ry 
of l a te r centuries , because t h e y did not consider the recent pa s t w o r t h y of 
scholar ly t r e a t m e n t . Thus urging research i n t o modern h i s to ry also m e a n t 
t h a t a number of quest ions - on ly the sub jec t of publicism before — were 
approached now b y historical science too. The Fon te s vo lumes of t h e 1920s 
be it the ed i t ion of Széchenyi 's unpubl ished works wr i t t en in Döbl ing, his 
collected documen t s , sources on t h e act ivi ty of t h e most s ignif icant pa la t ines of 
H u n g a r y , or the m a t e r i a l of t h e vo lumes on t h e h i s tory of polit ics and na t ion-
ali t ies — indicate t h e commencement of large-scale researches in to modern 
H u n g a r i a n h i s to ry and to this v e r y day , they are useful sources for his tor ians 
deal ing with t h e h i s to ry of the 18th 19th cen tur ies . 
The Fontes p r o g r a m m e enlarged not only t h e subject m a t t e r of H u n g a r i a n 
bourgeois h i s to r iography bu t it b rought a b o u t t h e expansion of t h e source-
basis of historical research to an unpreceden ted ex tent . T h e p r o g r a m m e 
k e p t in view t h e f a c t t ha t mode rn sources were ve ry d ivergent . I t in tended 
25
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t o employ t h e organiza t ion of research as a means of bringing to l ight the 
eno rmous q u a n t i t y of d a t a t h rough t h e hip of sys t ema t i c work of several 
researchers . T h u s the p r o g r a m m e envisaged the sys t ema t i c revelat ion of the 
source-mate r ia l t o be found abroad r e l evan t to H u n g a r i a n his tory. His to r ians 
work ing on t h e basis of a co-ordinated common p r o g r a m m e should v is i t the 
archives of E u r o p e in order to t race and to collect t h e sources r e l a t ing to 
t h e modern h i s to ry of H u n g a r y . The explora t ion of fore ign sources accelerated 
a t t h e beginning of t h e 20s. Not only t h e mate r i a l of t h e Archives of Vienna 
was made use of b u t Hunga r i an researchers vis i ted and searched t h r o u g h 
local archives in Aus t r i a and the m a j o r German , F r e n c h , English a n d Spanish 
archives as well.26 These mater ia ls c a m e in to c i rcula t ion not only t h r o u g h 
t h e Fontes vo lumes , b u t also t h rough t h e m a j o r and minor pub l ica t ions of 
t h e specialized press (Levél tár i Köz lemények , Századok) . 
The nove l t y in con t en t was accompanied b y a considerable a d v a n c e in 
t h e methodology of his tor ical science as well. Our his tor ians were compelled 
to t h i n k over i nnumerab le quest ions of research in to modern h i s t o ry , and 
i ts publ ica t ion . I n our opinion the m o s t u rgent p rob l em of the inves t iga t ion 
of t h e modern era is still in w h a t respects and to w h a t e x t e n t , the socio-political 
mechan i sms of t h e mode rn age, and hence its d o c u m e n t a t i o n and t h e historical 
cr i t icism of i ts sources, differ f r o m research in to feuda l i sm, an ent i rely d i f fe rent 
socio-political sys tem. Those bases of methodology which were establ ished 
p r imar i ly b y t h e comprehens ive German schools of h i s to ry in the 19 th cen tury , 
and still f o r m the hasis of the me thodo logy of h i s tory , set out essential ly 
f r o m research in to the Middle Ages. Bourgeois h is tor iography even if it 
d id no t pose t h e ques t ion in this ve ry fo rm — never theless was a w a r e of the 
p rob lems in m a n y respects . Here we would like t o refer only to t h e methodo-
logical ques t ions in teres t ing for us on account of our subject re la t ing to 
t h e source edi t ions . J u s t as G. Schmoller had to deal wi th some problems 
of source-edi t ions due to t h e a b u n d a n c e of d o c u m e n t s relat ing to t h e modern 
age when he worked on the f i rs t mode rn collections in t h e 1880s,27 so H u n g a r i a n 
h i s to r iog raphy had to face these p rob lems in t h e ear ly years of t h e 1920s. 
T h e research rules of the series of publ ica t ions ( the principles of t h e selection 
of mater ia ls , etc.) had to be laid down , and for t h e f i r s t t ime in H u n g a r i a n 
h i s t o ry -wr i t i ng t h e rides of source-edit ions had to be published.2 8 (We can 
rea l ly apprec ia te this l a t t e r ach ievement if we look th rough t h e enormous 
q u a n t i t y of pub l ica t ions of documen t s p repared b y amateur s , u s u a l l y disre-
26
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garding source cri t icism.) A n d if, more u p - t o - d a t e rules of source-edi t ions 
are fo rmula t ed as a result of the labors s t i l l going on, t h e y will f ind m u c h 
methodologica l ly exempla ry in the pub l ica t ions of the 1920s: the B a t t h y á n y 
vo lume by Á r p á d Károlyi , t h e D o c u m e n t s of Palat ine J o s e p h by S á n d o r 
D o m a n o v s z k y and the D o c u m e n t s of Sándor L i p ó t by E l e m é r Màlyusz.29 
Alongside t h e organizat ion of research, t h e es tab l i shment of the s y s t e m 
of ins t i tu tes and other ins t i tu t ions was also given p rominence in t h e set -
t ing of the p r o g r a m m e of cu l tu ra l policy. T h e s e were places of work for a n e w 
s t r a t u m of scholars ; these ins t i tu tes assured t h e survival of earlier sc ien t i f ic 
achievements a n d the pe rpe tua t ion of t h e experience of t h e older s cho la r s ' 
generat ion in t h e y o u t h work ing with t h e m . A p a r t from t h e organized r e sea r ch 
work carried o u t in the ins t i tu t ions , the p r o g r a m m e d e m a n d e d coord ina t ion 
be tween the i n s t i t u t e s and o t h e r ins t i tu t ions : in history i t separa ted t h e w o r k 
of the archivis t f r o m t h a t of t h e historian d o i n g research in t h e source-mater ia l 
( the subjec t m a t t e r of the j o u r n a l s was also d iv ided among t h e journals Levé l -
t á r i Köz lemények — Századok). The p r o g r a m m e had a m o n g i t s object ives t oo , 
t o co-ordinate t h e ac t iv i ty of t h e historian work ing in an i n s t i t u t e doing on ly 
research wi th un ive r s i ty educa t ion , the t r a i n i n g of the n e w generation of re-
searchers and t h e seminars a t t h e univers i ty , etc .3 0 
The p r o g r a m m e of t h e reorganiza t ion of Hungar ian h i s to r iog raphy a n d 
of all H u n g a r i a n scholarly life f i t t e d into a concep t ion s t r iv ing to make r e s e a r c h 
organized and t o establish a sys tem of l ea rned ins t i tu t ions . T h e reorganiza t ion 
of l ib ra ry , m u s e u m and a rch ive affairs and of publishing concerned h is tor io-
g r a p h y and h is tor ians , for m o s t of the c o n t e m p o r a r y h i s to r i ans were of f ic ia l s 
of archives and museums, or teachers . B u t of t h e projects a f fec t ing h is tor io-
g r a p h y the m o s t i m p o r t a n t one was the p lan — par t ly real ized — for a H i s t o r -
ical In s t i t u t e , because of t h e originality of t h e idea and i t s impact on t h e 
deve lopment of h i s to r iography . 
The idea of establ ishing an inst i tute of h i s tory was ra i sed in H u n g a r i a n 
historical l i t e r a tu re as early as the 1880s. T h e Ins t i tu te , on t h e model of t h e 
Sickel I n s t i t u t e in Vienna ( I n s t i t u t für Österreichische Gesch ich t s forschung) , 3 1  
was to help t r a i n scholars and archivists a f t e r their un ive r s i t y studies. T h e 
p l an of an i n s t i t u t e was ra ised again a f t e r 1910 when t h e Historical I n s t i -
29
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t u t e of Cons tan t inople was established f o r t h e inves t iga t ion of t h e source 
mater ia l of H u n g a r i a n h i s to ry to be found in Turkey . (1916. T h e organ iza t iona l 
work was d i r e c t e d already al though n o t publicly - b y Klebelsberg.3 2) 
I n 1917, in his capaci ty as pres ident of t h e Historical Society and severa l 
t i m e s af ter 1919, Klebelsberg draf ted t h e p ro jec t of a ne twork of scho la r ly 
ins t i tu tes u n i q u e in E u r o p e . The aim w a s t o develop a cadre of fu l l t i m e 
researchers (by sys temat ic t r a in ing of y o u n g researchers and the e s t ab l i sh -
m e n t of p e r m a n e n t research-centres) . I n s t i t u t e s at h o m e and abroad w e r e 
p lanned . The one at home w a s t o be d e d i c a t e d to the professional t r a i n i n g of 
y o u n g researchers : " in a f e w laborious y e a r s " it was t o "qua l i fy t h e m fo r 
working as researchers , pub l i sh their p a p e r s , keep t r ack of their s u b s e q u e n t 
work , and he lp t h e m to b e c o m e situated in scholarly l i f e" . T h e p r imary a i m of 
t h e ins t i tu te w a s to make possible the acquis i t ion a n d appl icat ion of t h e 
me thods of t h e subsidiary disciplines of h i s t o r y and h is tor ica l research. I n s t i -
t u t e s in foreign countries w o u l d be es tabl ished in cities w h e r e the local a r ch ives 
contained source -ma te r i a l r e levan t to H u n g a r i a n h is tory . 
The I n s t i t u t e of H i s t o r y in Rome, a c t i v e before, w a s to be r ev ived ; t h e 
I n s t i t u t e in C o n s t a n t i n o p l e , established a t t h e t ime of W o r l d War I , w a s to 
b e deve loped , and an i ndependen t i n s t i t u t e of history w a s to be f o u n d e d in 
Vienna . This w a y a n e t w o r k or research in s t i t u t e s u n i q u e in Europe , wo idd 
h a v e been b u i l t up.3 3 
Among t h e projects of the i n s t i t u t e s , the es tab l i shment of t h e m o s t 
i m p o r t a n t one , t h e ins t i tu te a t home was de layed the m o s t (1942). N e v e r t h e -
less the r e sea rch stat ions a b r o a d were es tab l i shed one a f t e r the o ther i n the 
1920s: in 1920 t h e H u n g a r i a n Historical I n s t i t u t e was f o u n d e d in V i e n n a , in 
1923 the I n s t i t u t e of R o m e resumed work , a n d so-called Hunga r i an I n s t i t u t e s 
were es tabl i shed a t ma jo r W e s t - E u r o p e a n and other universi t ies: in Ber l in , 
Pa r i s , S t o c k h o l m , Madrid, Warsaw and Dorpa t . 3 4 Fo r example let u s look 
a t the mos t i m p o r t a n t H u n g a r i a n h i s to r ica l ins t i tu te abroad, t h e o n e in 
Vienna , since i t seems to b e the most su i t ab le to d e m o n s t r a t e t h e above-
ment ioned m e t h o d s of r e sea rch organiza t ion , and because its e s t ab l i shmen t 
was the cu lmina t ion of t h e ac t i v i t y descr ibed earlier in connec t ion with r e sea rch 
organizat ion a n d the F o n t e s series. 
Like o t h e r Eu ropean ins t i tu tes in f o r e i g n countries in the 19th a n d 20 th 
centuries t h e I n s t i t u t e of H i s to ry in V i e n n a was f o u n d e d in order t o r e n d e r 
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Let ters ; and Századok 1917. 
33
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possible the con t inuous use of the sources r e l evan t to H u n g a r i a n h i s to ry in 
t h e archives of Vienna. 3 5 
In 1920 work s ta r ted u n d e r the leadersh ip of the H u n g a r i a n a rch iv i s t s 
of the former H a u s - Hof- u n d S taa t sa rch iv . The younger generation s e n t 
to work in Vienna began its ac t iv i ty unde r t h e guidance of Árpád K á r o l y i , 
Gyula Szekfû and Ferenc E c k h a r d t : E lemér Mályusz was engaged on t h e 
his tory of t h e S o u t h e r n Slavs in 1848 49, I s t v á n Ha jna l researched K o s s u t h ' s 
exile. B u t soon t h e sphere of ac t iv i ty of t h e In s t i t u t e b r o a d e n e d , the p u p i l s 
of the professors work ing for t h e Fontes p r o g r a m m e a r r ived to work h e r e 
for 1 - 2 years ; t h e y helped t o copy the d o c u m e n t s and a t the same t i m e 
t h e y worked on the i r own smaller theme. The r e p o r t s of t h e I n s t i t u t e in 1922 — 
23 ment ion t h a t t h e young scholars were u r g e d to take lessons in l anguages 
and to a t t end — according to the i r interest the seminars of some of t h e 
celebrated professors in Vienna ( the lectures of Alphons D o p s c h , the f a m o u s 
professor of h i s to ry of economics, were especial ly well a t t ended) . T h e re-
searchers sent to Vienna had t h e oppor tun i ty t o spend a few m o n t h s in G e r m a n 
and French archives , too, if required by t h e i r research, moreover , we k n o w 
t h a t some of t h e m par t i c ipa ted in the seminars of Meinecke, too. 3 6 In the 1920s 
new rooms were added to the In s t i t u t e , and a l ibrary wi th a model select ion 
of books conta in ing near ly all t h e most recent W e s t - E u r o p e a n works on h i s t o r y 
and as indica ted b y the ca ta logue of the l i b r a r y — a considerable n u m b e r 
of books on economic and social history, on methodology a n d source-publi-
cations.3 7 
The en la rgement of t h e I n s t i t u t e was of such an e x t e n t t h a t by the e n d 
of the 20s it could receive several researchers arriving in Vienna only 1 2 
weeks to s t u d y ma te r i a l in archives or m u s e u m s . Moreover, b y t ha t t ime t h e 
Historical I n s t i t u t e of ten received ar t h is tor ians , men of l e t t e r s and off ic ia ls 
of the Ministry pass ing t h r o u g h Vienna. 
As d e m o n s t r a t e d b y t h e repor ts of t h e Ins t i t u t e a n d the d i rec to r ' s 
correspondence, a minor workshop of H u n g a r i a n h is tory-wri t ing developed 
in Vienna, where t h e visi t ing researcher could acquire a t h o r o u g h knowledge 
of the G e r m a n language , could collect considerable mate r ia l in the a rch ives 
and libraries of Vienna and got an inside v iew of the m e t h o d s of the sen io r 
scholars a t t h e I n s t i t u t e . And — what migh t have m e a n t t h e most t o t h e 
young researchers t h e y could b r ea the the air of the Wes t -E u ro p ean c u l t u r a l 
life, of t h e exhib i t ions , of the intel lectual life of Vienna , a met ropol i s compared 
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(OL.) A Bécsi Magyar Tör ténet i In téze t iratai I. (The Documen t s of t he Hungar ian I n s t i t u t e 
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t o c o n t e m p o r a r y Budapes t . T h e y had t h e chance to m a k e the personal and 
professional acqua in tance of f u t u r e professors and respected specialists.3 8 E v e r y 
Hungar i an h i s t o r i an of the age visited t h e I n s t i t u t e in V i e n n a , and l a t e r even 
some t a l en ted graduate s t u d e n t s , too. T h e his torian who w e n t there acqu i red 
a good k n o w l e d g e of the l anguage and sources and, a b o v e all, he o b t a i n e d 
an i n t e r n a t i o n a l horizon. 
N a t u r a l l y , the cul tural policy of t h e age placed t h e organizat ion of insti-
t u t e s in an in teg ra ted concep t ion in the s a m e way as i t h a d the organ iza t ion 
of research a n d the series of source ed i t i ons . An acknowledged ob jec t ive of 
th is policy w a s to develop a n intel lectual l i fe of European level to d e m o n s t r a t e 
in this w a y , t o o , tha t no t even the P e a c e Trea ty of T r i a n o n , forced on the 
country , cou ld demolish t h e intellectual sup remacy of t h e Hunga r i an na t ion 
among t h e peoples of the D a n u b e bas in . 3 9 
The c u l t u r a l policy of t h e 1920s m a d e efforts to es tabl ish i n s t i t u t e s in 
every W e s t - E u r o p e a n c o u n t r y (in Eng land and in the U n i t e d States unsuccess-
ful ly); never the less , due t o a decisive o r ien ta t ion in fore ign policy t h e best 
inst i tutes w e r e founded in Germany and in I ta ly , in t h e countries " a f f l i c t e d 
b y the p e a c e t reat ies like u s " . Although t h e Hungar ian h is tor ian , a r t h i s to r ian 
or l i terary m a n working in Rome, in V i e n n a , in Berl in or in Par is w a s not 
conscious of i t , the leadersh ip in cul tura l policy ranged research a b r o a d and 
intel lectual relat ions wi th foreign coun t r i e s — though indirect ly — among 
the general polit ical ob jec t ives of the c o u n t r y , as wi tness the minu te s of the 
meeting of t h e Association of Hunga r i an Ins t i tu tes A b r o a d held in 1925.4 0 
* 
Fina l ly a few sentences to sum u p t h e subject of t h e article: 
As h is tor ica l e lements gained m o r e and more g r o u n d in t h e political 
ideology of t h e Hor thy e r a , t h e political func t ion of h i s tor iography increased. 
H i s t o r i o g r a p h y served in p a r t the f u n c t i o n of political science, too. 
A l t h o u g h the historical approach w a s always charac ter i s t ic of H u n g a r i a n 
political t h o u g h t , the deve lopment of t h i s political func t ion of his tor ical 
science a n d increasing effect iveness w e r e greatly p r o m o t e d by mechan i sms 
of cul tura l pol icy created as p a r t of the consolidation of t h e counter - revolut ion-
ary sys t em. 
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T h i s is a p e r i o d of H u n g a r i a n b o u r g e o i s h i s t o r y - w r i t i n g w h e n t h e a t t a c h -
m e n t of h i s t o r i o g r a p h y t o p o l i t i c s i s v e r y s t r o n g . 
E x a m i n i n g t h e c o n n e c t i o n b e t w e e n h i s t o r y w r i t i n g a n d p o l i t i c s f r o m t h e 
v i e w p o i n t of t h e h i s t o r i c a l d i s c i p l i n e w e m a y s t a t e t h a t i n s p i t e of b e i n g a t t a c h -
e d t o p o l i t i c s — a n d w h a t is m o r e , t o c o u n t e r - r e v o l u t i o n a r y p o l i t i c s t h e 
d i s c i p l i n e d e v e l o p e d c o n s i d e r a b l y . A s d e m o n s t r a t e d b y o u r s h o r t a n a l y s i s , 
t h i s w a s f a c i l i t a t e d b y t h e f a c t t h a t b o u r g e o i s c u l t u r a l p o l i c y i n t h e 1920s 
w h i l e u s i n g h i s t o r i c a l s c i e n c e f o r p o l i t i c a l p u r p o s e s a v o i d e d d e m a n d i n g 
c h e a p p r o p a g a n d a w o r k s f r o m i t , s o m e t h i n g n o t u n k n o w n i n H u n g a r i a n h i s t o -
r y . P e r h a p s w e c a n a d d w i t h o u t e x a g g e r a t i o n : t h i s s h o w s , t h a t f o r p o l i t i c s on 
h i s t o r y o n h i g h l e v e l , h i s t o r i c a l s c i e n c e i t se l f m u s t b e o n h i g h l e v e l , t o o . 
И с т о р и о г р а ф и я , к у л ь т у р а л ь н а я политика и о р г а н и з а ц и я н а у ч н о й ж и з н и 
в В е н г р и и в 1920-е годы 
Ф. ГЛАЦ 
Резюме 
Статья представляет собой фрагмент обширной работы, которая ставит своей целью 
выяснить взаимосвязь всегдашней политики и исторической науки, раскрыть механизмы, 
определяющие различный характер этой взаимосвязи в различные эпохи. 
Во введении автор статьи устанавливает, что в духовной жизни венгерского об-
щества в капиталистический период по причине отсутствия буржуазной демократии не 
сложилось «political science», и ее функцию приняли на себя специальные науки (история, 
право), а также литература. Новая венгерская история — особенно в хортистский период 
— выполняла исключительно политическую функцию. Связь политики и науки в совре-
менном государственном механизме осуществляется прежде всего политикой в области 
науки. В Венгрии после 1919 года под руководством весьма одаренного политика этого 
периода Куно Клебельсберга создается структура буржуазной политики наук, которая в 
свое время считалась «современной». 
В следующей главе представлена и проанализирована большая роль исторических 
элементов в контрреволюционной идеологии. Это проявляется и в агитации против три-
анонского мирного трактата и в тех концепциях, которые стремились доказать, что ре-
волюция 1919 года была «антиисторическим» движением в венгерской истории. Согласно 
этим концепциям история доказывает, что правомерны лишь национальные движения, «на-
циональные революции» (1848 года). Эта историзирующая позиция открыто провозглашала 
политическую роль исторической науки, и как показывает анализ, проведенный во второй 
главе исследования, цели контрреволюционной пропаганды отражаются и на важнейших 
специальных серийных изданиях и на создававшейся сети научных учреждений. 
Если же все это рассмотреть в плане профессионального развития науки, то можно 
утверждать, что профессиональный уровень исторической науки, несмотря на ее полити-
ческую функцию, постоянно повышался. Ученые, хотя и стояли на позициях буржуазного 
мировозрения, обладали основательной профессиональной подготовкой и в рамках 
программы политики в науке создавали труды на высоком уровне, с помощью исследова-
тельских программ и созданных заграницей институтов ввели в историографию богатый 
источниковедческий материал и выработали новые методические принципы. Таким образом, 
в исторической науке данного периода сосуществуют высокий профессиональный уровень 
и зависимость науки от буржуазной, консервативной политики. И, наконец, вывод, кото-
рый следует из анализа относительно политики в науке: буржуазная политика в области 
науки в 1920-х гг. избежала того известного и в венгерском развитии пути, который требо-
вал от специальной науки «дешевых пропагандистских брошюр». Это одновременно дока-
зывает и то, что выполнение наукой политической функции на высоком уровне может быть 
осумщствлено лишь при создании трудов на высоком профессиональном уровне. 
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